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APPLICATION NUMBER | FILING DATE FIRST NAMED APPLICANT ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 



EXAMINER 



ART UNIT PAPER NUMBER 



DATE MAILED: 

INTERVIEW SUMMARY 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

( 2 ) — : — £tk - MiJu ^ (4) 

Date of Interview jJ-J— ~y $/j?/L. ' 

Type: □ Telephonic ^Personal (copy is given to □ applicant □ applicant's representative). 
Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: p^(es □ No If yes, brief description:. 



Agreement □ was reached, j^was not reached. ' ' ^^~/ ^7^-^*^y^V/^^^ 
Claim(s) discussed: fi-Jj ^ ^<J.^9 0/<fr**r*-tf . \ 



Identification of prior art discussed:. 



Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, or any other comments:. 




( A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments, if available, which the examiner agreed would render the claims allowable 
must be attached. .Also, where no copy of the amendments which would render the claims allowable is available, a summary thereof must be 
attached.) 

1 . D It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of, the interview. 

Unless the paragraph above has been checked to indicate to the contrary. A FORMAL WFMTTEN RESPONSE TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION 
IS NOT WAIVED AND MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW; (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a response to the last Office 
action has are ready been filed, APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE 
SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. ? : 

2. □ Since the Examiner's interview summary above (including any attachments) reflects a complete response to each of the objections, 

rejections and requirements that may be present in the last Office action, and since the claims are now allowable, this completed form 
is considered to fulfill the response requirements of the last Office action. Applicant is not relieved from providing a separate record eff 
the interview unless box 1 above is also checked. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an attachment to another form. 
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Manual of Patent Examining Procedure. Section 713.04 Substance of Interview must Be Made of Recon 



§1.133 Interviews 



1.111,1.135. (35 U.S.C 132) V app " cant - An lnte ™ew does not remove the necessity for response to Office action as specified in §§ 

applet S^SS m J^£&S O^ul^ ^t'T^'f J Wri,i " 9 ' The anendance o, 

on the written record in ,ne Office. No attention wi.l be paid to any a^eTorTpS^ ffi SUSSEX 

torecotfS 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

-Serial Number of the application „ * s 

- Name of applicant "7 
-Name of examiner 

-Date of interview.. < . . 

-Typeof interview (personal or telephonic) x V s * = ' '--'v 

-Name of participant(s)) (applicant* attorney or agent, etc.) * • - I . r '"■ 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown f or a demonstration conducted / 
-An identification of the claims discussed 

-An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

'n^ln^T eth V an agfee "? enl ^ s rea , ched and if so « a Ascription of'the general nature of ^agreement (may be by attachment of a copy 
con" ^ 38 9 a,, ° Wab,e) - ^S^ements as to allowability are tentative and do not restrict furtheraction by the examiner to the 

-The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview 
-Names of other Patent and Trademark Office personnel present. 



The Form also contains a statement reminding the applicant of his responsibility to record the substance of the interview. 

""^J^l'^itaT^M^J [emind the applicant of his obligation to record the substance, of the interview in each case unless both applicant and 
EM£&!EZS£ ^W^'Where tto examiner agrees to record the substance of the interview, or when it is adequately recorded on the 
^^M<^u^^;1^ eCk 3 ^ ™ 9 <** * • 'Wment the Form by 



. wmi ui <• i an ouaviii|iciii iu mo ruim, nit; examiner snouio cm 
submitting a separate record of, the substance of the interview. 

./'v-\ %. v - \ " \ y ■ ....... 

It should be noted however, that the Interview Summary Form witl not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation. ohhe interview unless it "includes 
or is supplemented bv the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable^ required below concerning the substance of ^trTe inT^ 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of specific prior art discussed; 

4) Form Setedby'K * 3 subs,an,ive na,ure discusse * unless ,h ^e are already described on the Interview Summary 

^hnflti?^™*,?" °' ffT?' ! hr ^' °' ,he .P rin ?P. al arguments presented to the examiner. The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or 
EE „Mhf 0 [ hl9hlV de , ,ailed w de . sc ^ tion <* *• arguments is not required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the gene?! nature 
or thrus of the i pr ncipal arguments made to the examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to 
emphasize and fully describe those arguments which he feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner «>PP»cani may oesire to 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Stimmary Form completed by the examiner. 
Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete or accurate the examiner will niv P thp 

rrm^ 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

P» a min P i i r C Hn t rL S r ma , rV * ^! ^ ^ *" in,e,VieW Should be oateM ^ checked 10 determine the accuracy of any argument or statement attributed to the 
EESTZfSS. K, 6 n ' e T W - " ' here ,S . an ,naccura <:y and it bears directly on the question of patentability, it should be pointed out in the next Office letter U he 
roZtr»„H a ^ ° r .H ^ reaSOnS ? f ?, CO : d ' ' he 6Xaminer ShOU,d Send a letter se,,in 9 '° rth ^is or her version of the statement Srt^Tw^lXortta 
S^M^bB' ' eXam ' ner ShOU ' d P ' aCe * he indiCa,i ° n " ,n ' erVieW reC0>d OK " ° n ' he paper recordin 9 ,he subs,ance <" the interviewa ong'i h Z date and 
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